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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the application filed on 1 1/25/03. Claims 1-50 
have been examined and are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 38-44 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 38-44 are directed to a computer 
readable medium containing a computer program. However, Applicant's disclosure 
(Page 18, lines 7-16) defines "computer readable medium" to include mediums which 
are not tangible to form the basic statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C 101 . 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



Application/Control Number: 10/720,256 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2179 

5. Claims 1-10, 17-23, 38-42, and 45-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Plow et al. (USPN 6,806,892). 

Regarding claim 1, Plow disclosed a method for exchanging information with a process 
using a window display port, the method comprising: 

presenting information related to a first process in a window that is resizable 
within a presentation space of a monitor (Column 3, lines 43-45 ("primary window"); 
Figure 5b, element 150); 

selecting a second process (Column 3, lines 37-39); 

opening a display port in a portion of the window; presenting information related 
. to the second process in the display port (Column 3, lines 39-40 ("viewport"), 
Figure 5b, element 160); and 

linking the display port to the window within the presentation space of the monitor 
(Column 3, lines 40-42 (wherein viewport is associated with the primary application 
window). 

Regarding claim 2, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
associating an input focus with the window, wherein the first process can receive 

information from a user interface (Column 5, lines 31-33); and 

associating the input focus with the display port, wherein the second process can 

receive information from the user interface (Column 5, lines 31-33). 
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Regarding claim 3, the rejection of claim 2 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
associating the input focus with only one of the window and the display port at a time 
(Column 5, lines 31-33). 

Regarding claim 4, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
switching the input focus between the window and the display port (Column 5, lines 31- 

33). 

Regarding claim 5, the rejection of claim 3 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
comprising: switching the input focus to the display port when opening the display port 
in the portion of the window (Column 3, lines 34-36, (where viewport is topmost 
window)). 

♦ 

Regarding claim 6, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further the system of 
Plow inherently discloses swapping the information presented in the display port related 
to the second process with the information presented in the window related to the first 
process (Column 3, lines 34-48). 

Regarding claim 7, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further the system of 
Plow inherently discloses associating an input focus with the window when swapping 
the information presented in the display port with the information presented in the 
window, wherein the second process can receive information from a user interface 
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(Column 3, lines 34-48). 

Regarding claim 8, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
hiding the presenting of information related to the second process and the display port 
while maintaining an execution of the second process (Figure 4, element 105; Column 
3, lines 62-63). 

Regarding claim 9, the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
wherein the hiding occurs when hiding the presenting of information related to the first 
process and the window while maintaining an execution of the first process (Figure 4, 
(wherein "primary window" which presents information related to the first process also 
has a minimize button)). 

Regarding claim 10, the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated and further Plow disclosed 
closing the display port (Figure 4, element 106); and halting an execution of the second 
process (Figure 5a, element 40 (wherein window executing the second process has 
close button)). 

Regarding claims 17-23, 25-28, and 45-49, they are the corresponding system claims of 
1-10. Therefore, claims 17-23, 25-28, and 45-49 are rejected under the same rationale 
as applied above. 



Application/Control Number: 10/720,256 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2179 

Regarding claims 38-42, they are the corresponding program product claims of claims 
1 , 2, and 6-8. Therefore, claims 38-42 are rejected under the same rationale as applied 
above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

* 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 11-15, 30, 32, 33, 35-37, 43-44, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Plow et al. 

Regarding claim 1 1, as indicated in the above discussions, every limitation of claim 1 is 
taught by Plow. Plow further teaches closing the display port while maintaining an 
execution of the second process when closing the window and halting an execution of 
the first process (Figure 5b; wherein closing element 150, also closes element 160, and 
execution of the second process is still maintained in element 14). Plow does not 
expressly teach opening a second window that is resizable within the presentation 
space of the monitor; and presenting information related to the second process in the 
second window. However, this limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made in view of Plow, because Plow 
teaches a capture window created from a viewport, which captures relevant information 
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of the associated application and is then available for cut and paste operations (Column 
5, line 59 to Column 6, line 15. The skilled artisan would determine that the information 
related to the second process could be captured and then copied into a second window 
because the capture window contains related info as suggested by Plow (Column 5, line 
59 to Column 6, line 15). 

Regarding claim 12, as indicated in the above discussions, every limitation of claim 1 is 
taught by Plow. Plow further teaches adding the second process to a list of selected 
processes (Figure 1 , element 26). Plow does not expressly teach including the list of 
selected processes as selectable entries in a drop-down menu. However, this limitation 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made in view of Plow, because Plow shows a taskbar (Figure 1, element 26). The 
skilled artisan knows that a taskbar allows applications to be added and when the space 

1 4 

is constrained, it displays a drop-down menu. 

Regarding claim 13, as indicated in the above discussions, every limitation of claim 1 is 
taught by Plow. Plow does not expressly teach wherein the selecting comprises: 
browsing a repository of available processes including the second process. However, 
this limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made in view of Plow, because Plow shows a taskbar (Figure 1, element 
26) which contains available processes that can be browsed by a user. 
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Regarding claim 13, as indicated in the above discussions, every limitation of claim 1 is 
taught by Plow. Plow does not expressly teach wherein the linking comprises: resizing 
the display port an amount proportional to an amount the window changes when the 
window is resized. However, this limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made in view of Plow, because Plow 
discloses resizing of the viewport (Column 4, lines 51-53). The skilled artisan knows 
that conventional mouse operations and the use of a window reduction/enlargement 
button (Figure 1, element 12) would resize a display port an amount proportional to an 
amount the window changes. 

Regarding claim 15, as indicated in the above discussions, every limitation of claim 1 is 
taught by Plow. Plow does not expressly teach wherein the linking comprises: 
maintaining a relative positioning of the display port within the window when 
repositioning the window within the presentation space of the monitor. However, this 
limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made in view of Plow, because Plow discloses resizing of the viewport 
(Column 4, lines 51-53). The skilled artisan knows that conventional mouse operations 
and the use of a window reduction/enlargement button (Figure 1, element 12) would 
reposition the window and the display port would maintain a relative position within the 
window during the repositioning. 

Regarding claim 16, as indicated in the above discussions, every limitation of claim 1 is 
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taught by Plow. Plow does not expressly teach wherein the first and second processes 
are associated with respective application programs. However, this limitation would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, 
in view of Plow, since Plow discloses that the viewport has the ability to view information 
from different application programs (Column 3, lines 43-48). The skilled artisan knows 
that a viewport has the ability to view information from respective application programs. 

Regarding claims 30, 32, 33, 35-37, and 50, they are the corresponding system claims 
of claims 11-16. Therefore, claims 30, 32, 33, 35-37, and 50 are rejected under the 
same rationale as applied above. 

Regarding claims 43 and 44, they are the corresponding program product claims of 
claims 12 and 15. Therefore, Claims 43 and 44 are rejected under the same rationale 
as applied above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kim-Lynn Dam whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1408. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 8:00-5:30, every other Friday 
8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Kim-Lynn Dam / 
3/2/06 / 



